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Dear . .r. Salisbury, 

The Xeroxed edition of -HITS’VArH II I he d expects to deliver to you yesterday 
when I was in New York was not available. As soon as I get it you shall. 


:e to a 
the T 


‘otest the 
imes. i; hethjar 


“■ft r long silence believe the time has now cono for 
hurtful and discriminatory treatment x have been ge ting from 

c *, n ? t 1 L 1 L t ^ e i " tHnt of tfae boo!c department, the effect id* combination o/ boycott 
and insult the ^ redounds to the benefit of those who place advertising. 1 believe what 

has happened is both dishonest aid intentional and I think 1 can prove it. 

As you may perhaps recall, I sought advice, including from responsible Times 
staffers, because® of the nature of the subject. 1 also declined commercial so onsor- 
ship because it required I convert my work into a charge of conspiracy ( that publisher 
has now scheduled a book by a right-wing former assi. teat counsel). As my reward for 

seeking to be as responsible as possible, 1 found in the Times that it is a fault to 

be painstaking and overwhelming and that my book, in s pretended lengthy review of it, 
was worth but an unkind and I believe unjustified paragraph. 


Theri after, ho wav r, all the competitive books which fallowed were given great 
space, various assorted favorable comments, and had bestowed upta them what 1 beliese 
my boom nd I did. lnere is little if anything in these book 3 not in mine erd. much in 
mine not in all the others together, <hat there is lacking in mine is an as: suit on 
the integrity of the members of the Commission. ^hose that nrstend otherwise but 
explicitly do this era lauded. 

Through much of this I remained silent. But when i'reraont-ojaith extolled the 
virtues of Inr uest, vhich is but an expansion of part of mr introduction, a wrngg 
use of the i'BI report it was not the first to use, a veiicile for the self-justifi cation 
of the right-wing faction of the staff and a remarkable immaturity on the cert of tbs 
so-called student and his mentor, neither of whom stopped to ask* "why", with its 
particular focus on Seri barren, end wars credited with being first when it was not 
even second of the books, I wrote your book deportment after first sneaking to i.ir. 
Elofente. 


The reniy, from ireman— omith, was gratuitous insult end either conspicuous xhx 
mac-uracy or an indictment of his fellow staff members. I had also inquired why, with 
the Times having gotten a dozen copies of the book from me, some by request™ he had 
failed even to note it in books received. Of the latter he said it is "mostly because 
we s re limited^ in space we do not list privately printed books",, Need 1 comment on 
one kind of writing for ?.hieh he toes find space- Of the former, my request that at 
least in the a per of record 1 not be denied what I had done, for ha had credited 
Epstein with being first, he quoted himself, saying," It is probably fair to say that 
Inquest is the first book to throw open to serious question, in the minds of thinking 
poeple, tho findings of the arren Commission . Thi 3 is not correct as fact, not 
reasonable as informed opinion, end he was to repeat it. The truth is that, without 
so in ponding, j. launched Inquest 32 days ahead of schedule end that even people at 
Viking at that time told me and others that it depended upon my work for its viability. 
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, , J " ao truth is that this is a remarkably inaccurate and shallow 

bo'-'k reflecting only the slighest knowledge and understanding of the Commission* s 
evidence. The truth is further that I was tadocs asked for h-'lp by Viking and provided 
it, help that was not forthcoming frond: the author who -lows so in Fremont-Smith*s 
eye. have and I shall make notuse of this, but some of my mat-riel that I provided 
for the defense of the book now appears in thesppendix of the Bantam edition. After 
shockingly evasive letters I have now been told that this data did not come from me. 
ecause of the subject matter 1 intend to drop it. However, your own staff knows this 

“•W al iS mine and has r0al ito ' I ' his ^P'ened before publication date of Innuest. 

f ’ r9p iotit-^mith had the knowledge of the subject matter that he protends with his 
godly awards and decisions, he’d recognize my work in other books, too. 

Meanwhile, Inquest was not .able to stand tha competition of ny bock, with its 
limited and improvised circulation and what amounts to boycotts by the important 
reviewers and what I believe it is no exaggeration to say are slanders. It went 
into paperback withmg three months of publication ;:ersut>nt tors rr angeraent s m de much 
earlier. _n ev„. ry ease I can checic, and this includes the major wholesalers, wherever 
t.,e two books were sold side by cide, despite the handicaps of it outsold 

Inquest heavily. '..e have actually sold more than 13,000 copies. 

On the basis of this history, Fremont-Sxnith now uses his influence to tell tha 
world that this book that in effect failed, is "a soberly reasoned 3 tudy that may 
now be called the watershed book of anti-Commission criticism." This book, with six± 
virtually no reflection of the Commission’s evidence and inaccurate interpretation of 
what little it drew upon, is again "the -first fully "respectable’ critique of the 
Commission’s work." Of the work it ssys almost nothing. Of the manner of operation 
it documents what the "thinking people" of who^i Fremont -Smith 1c. the self-appointed 
spokesman should have been able to under., tano is inevitable in sttch bodies, ‘but only 
in a violently injudicious and partisan way, the way of the right-winger T.ieteler 
is his opposition to the liberal ,’arren. un even his specialty I predict Epstein’s 
knowledge and understand are so slight that he will not agree to s debate with me on i J . 
and I’d be delighted were he to have the assistance of Fremont— Smith. 

& o ^'Tht is Epstein’s work that he never even considers the evidence that Oswalt 
was the abtassin. This he assumes. He is so uninformed about the autopsy that he said 
of it thst it was doctored long -after it was written whereas the slightest examination 
of b he autopsy exhibit reveals it was altered two days after the assassination and 
the evidence is printed in Exhibit 397. This he Bead, if at all, so hastily that he 
was unaware of the fact that the official exhibit wo s gutted, end his ransacking of 
the archive was sc superficial he even missed the receipts that so ad lit ions Improve. 

As re ently as the -unday T imes Magazine of September 3.8 he was so unfamiliar with 
the evidence that he was stifcl falsely claiming that "photographs of the President’s 
jacket and. shirt v included in this document (the FBI renort -HW) ( ar d published in 
my book for the first time..." If he is referring to the FBI report, be W not the 
xirst to publish it. I was not the first to quote it, but I did print it in facsimile 
fi-st. If his refe ence is to the garments, the Commission published about fivex such 
photographs. I can go on and on, but it is not my intention to degrade Epstein, who 
was launched into a rsrified atmosphere he neter sought end in which he cannot survive, 
-t is to reflect tc you the judgements of your reviewer and what he does to oth°r 
people and the integrity of the Times. 

■^rom this chixdish adulation of Ebstein Fremont— Smith proceeds to award Popkin, 
the professor of selective skepticism, bther laurels and credits that are not his. nil 
the tilings r opkin is said to hove done I did earlier. Tte title of his book is a 
transparency of my chapter "The False Oswald”. His concepts ore politically expurgated 
copes of nine, end he has little indeed that is not in my book. One might have expect 
t "® lympisn Times to have made some comment on the strange if not unethical situation 
in which a magazine in the guise of a review uses the content of a bo 'k already in prir 
that it. is pretending to review as the exmtent of its article and then uses its positic 
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and authority to borate that book, which proceeded it with all's its contents aid 
more with the full knowledge that it, is the co-publisher of this article in the 
form of a book. The bullet that 1 first proved could net ha -re the history attributed 
to it by the Report, the omniscient Fremont---ni th "sug osts” ^i,a-&4s4©??y--e-f ; the 
conclusion of my work, that a new Investigation in required, suddenly is ^opkinis, 
because none of theother books, including Fremont-Smith’ s special treasure dare*y 
demand this because they cannot without destroying all the major eonclusidns of 7 the 
Seport, which I slone addressed in substantive manner. "Mr. Popkin cffeSs a partial 
hypothetical solution" i^ his second Oswald when I prove it earlier, didn’t just 
hypothesize, etc. So little do your reviewer and popkin know their materials that 
they perpetuate the factual errors of their immediate predicessors whose work was 
also less exhaustive then it should have been. 


V.'hat is also conspicuous here is that Fremont-Smith has fixed, upon two books "that 
do not- question the conclusion that Oswald was an assassin. They avoid this taxing 
tracing of evidence and play it safe. Such a psotion is more acceptable. Fremont-' 

Steith adopts it for the Times. I believe this is irresponsible. 


Aside form the question of honesty that I believe readers of the OTimes end the 
writers of books are entitled to expect, there is what to me is a pressixg and 
important one. He has dope me com ercial harm for reasons I ennnot guess, unless it 
is thajilxhave dared f’&^pii.&y dead before those with whoa he is in association. I had 
hped £E22 t fairer treatment from the Times than 1 have received. 


I do not know whether Fremont-Smith has special channels to those he colls 
"thinking people" or whether this intelligence springs from his navel, but I do know 
the readtion to ray book and the public-relations I hove achieved for it with less 
help than I ted hoped for from the more responsible elements of the press. I have ko 
knowledge of what has reached other authors, but I have an unsolicited outpouring 
from the people of more than 500 letters that tell me with at least the authority 
of those he polled what 1 have done end what its impact is. If half the blessings 
bestowed upon me stick, I shall have no fear of the hereafter. 

^ron my own news exp- ri ere e, I am led to believe that what 1 have done, aside 
from the content of the book, is legitimate news. Hot to Fremont — mita. I'o him it is 
an every-day boredom that a man goes deep in debt in the pursuit of What he considers 
the national honor end then deeper in debt to publish a book for which he has no 
distribution and no prospect of distribution, then makes a success of it and lays the 
foundation for those that follow. I shall survive Fremont-Smith’:? displeasure and hurts.*?: 
but I do regret that they 
own share of responsibilit 
rectified, it is no help to t ruth for him to unthinking and unknowingly persist in 
trying the convince Sxra people that Oswald was the assassin when the best available 
evidence it that he could not have been. I think most people expect the Times to speak . 
from knowledge, not the prejudices of ills? and und r— informed writers. SsfeH You certain!; 
are not this way in your news columns. 

I hope you will not resent this candid outburst. A man can accept only so much 
abuse without complain^ no matter how much he tells himself responsibility requires 
of him that he not complain so that people can work out their own thoughts and positional 
I might better have used this time on further research. Had Fremont -shiith not spoken 
in the name of the Times I suppose I would have ignored it, like I have* all the other 
similar nastiness, apparent plagiarisms and the perhaps usual throat -cut ting that I 
find all over and am delighted that I can survive. 

**y willingness to trufct you with my materials is unchanged, erhaps the next 
time I am in New York i shall have a copy of VfilTEu'ASB II for you. If I have one 
here first I’ll take it to Tom Ticker. And I have almost 100& of the documehts sjaiEd 
quoted and the pictures cited - IQClfo of the important ones. 

Sincerely, 


persist end that he sneaks for the Times, iffcich has its 
y‘ 4 £»/ olame for the national disgrace that now must be 



